ABSTRACT
Introduction
Rural territories in Latin America have experienced significant changes in terms of their production systems, as well as their social and demographic conditions, over the past few decades. These changes were accompanied by the emergence of a variety of approaches and ways of thinking about rural areas, in addition to possible solutions to overcome stagnation and poverty. In times of change, multiple voices, points of view, and potential actions, generally appear.
However, the varied and changing situations in rural areas in Latin America constitute a major difficulty so far as the diversity of situations makes it more difficult to correctly interpret them and take the necessary steps to solve structural problems (such as rural poverty and the degradation of natural resources), while also incorporating emergent factors such as the rise of non-farm rural employment, changing demands for the use of natural resources and shifting migration patterns from the city back to the country that are contributing to an incipient rural renaissance. As a result of the increasing complexity of rural areas, we propose to analyse these territories and build a model to interpret the reality of rural areas, which will enable us to understand the complex dynamics that organise and structure rural territories in Latin America.
Our conceptual model of rural organisation and dynamics includes a set of concepts and relationships between phenomena that are meant to provide a complete view of the rural reality. In this sense, the model seeks to present a comprehensive view of the organisation of rural territories and the processes that affect them (see Figure 1 ).
Figure 1: The Rural Reality in Latin American Countries The Organisation and Dynamics of Rural Areas
To understand the model, we must start with an analysis of the four global trends and forces of change that affect rural areas. Next, we review the four central themes, or gateways, which will enable us to observe the behaviour of each variable and its relationships to other variables. Each dependent variable is numbered in the model as well as in the text below:
The Driving Forces Behind Rural Change:
These driving forces are global dynamics which consist of structural trends that affect how areas, specifically rural areas function. Four major forces can be identified:
We start with the growth of agricultural production. Having begun several decades ago, this dynamic is influenced by several factors. The first has been the increasing and persistent demand for primary products and agricultural foodstuffs in general (grains, oilseeds, meats, fruits and vegetables, as well as minerals and oil). Secondly, significant technological change has resulted not just from constant innovation in biology and genetics, but also in management and production systems in general. Third, the scale of production has changed substantially. Economic and financial conditions which were unfavourable to small production units encouraged ever larger-scale production as a means to sustain agricultural enterprises over time (Sili, 2007) . This increase in the scale of production has been achieved mainly via the expansion of cultivated areas, as most dynamic firms rented or bought new land or opened up new areas, such as mountain slopes, forests and wetlands. For example, grain and oilseed cultivation areas in Argentina, Paraguay, Bolivia and Brazil doubled between 1987 and 2007, from 14 million hectares to 28 million hectares, while production rose from 26 million tonnes to 87 million tonnes in the same period. This continual growth has been supported by a strong discourse in favour of increased production, implicitly affirmed by successive governments.
Organisations in the agricultural sector more explicitly espoused this view, setting a goal to reach 150 million tonnes of production.
Essentially, this discourse sustains that continual growth and the resultant exports are the primary path to rural development, as well as to the country's development in general. These ideas have clearly informed various countries' production models in the agricultural sector. Thus, we can expect that they will continue to drive change in the medium and long-terms (Griffon, 2006 and Trueba, 2006) . them. It is evident that this phenomenon has led to the depopulation of rural areas due to the lack of investment and low living standards, while congestion in the most populated areas as a result of the unexpected influx of people often exceeds the capacity for providing services (Sili, 2005) . Third, the transformation of transportation and communications is impacting rural areas.
These changes affect not only the production system, but also contribute significantly to improving the quality of life of rural residents, reducing existing socio-economic differences between urban and rural inhabitants, and thereby tending to equalise living standards in both areas. Betancourt (2004) (Melucci, 1999 and Castells, 2004) . which is assumed to exist in rural areas, in the face of situations of insecurity and even violence in urban areas, are also a key factor driving changes in preferences and strengthening a trend to revalue rural areas (Sili, 2005) .
Gateways to the Understanding of the Rural

Model
In light of these structural forces, we turn to four central themes of analysis, which can be considered 'gateways' to our understanding of the rural model. which considerably diminish quality of life and production possibilities (2) (lack of or deterioration of roads, lack of electricity and water, low education levels, and problems accessing healthcare). This situation is most evident in rural areas where long distances between villages or to reach larger towns and the extremely low population density result in a very low provision of services, which in turn affects production and, especially, inhabitants' quality of life (Patagonia, Amazon, and mountainous regions). The low population density and the related lack of infrastructure clearly devalues rural areas as a place to live (Sili, 2010) , generating a vicious circle of deterioration characterised by exodus to cities (3) and an increase in the deterioration of the few existing 1 Family and peasant agriculture consists of a broad universe comprising agricultural and forest producers, fishermen, and gatherers, with artisanal, agro-industrial or tourism activities. Families are directly responsible for production and management of agricultural activities; they produce for self-consumption, trading or selling at market. They reside on their farms or in a town nearby, predominantly employing family labour. The size of their landholdings differs greatly depending on the region and main activity, although productive resources are compatible with the family's labour capacity, current activity and the technology applied (FAO, 2014) services and infrastructure (4), due to a lack of maintenance, thereby reducing the operational capacity of public services-especially schools and health centers, among others.
Nevertheless, considering this situation, opposing processes have emerged with the effect of reversing some of these trends. On account of multiple initiatives and strategies, from the public (rural development programmes), private (productive investments and linkages) and family (adaptation strategies) spheres, the structural problems of family agriculture and the rural areas where it is practised are being solved in many places. New rural infrastructure projects carried out by provincial/departmental governments or specific national public institutions and NGOs, plus new strategies for supporting commercialisation and technical assistance (provided by different institutions) have enabled thousands of small farmers to improve their capacity for production, transformation and commercialisation, creating new conditions and more virtuous circles of social and productive development (5). Pino (2013) shows how family farmers "have developed varied, multiple and diverse strategies of production and income sourcing, deployed through domestic dynamics by organising family labour, using available capital and activating a varied group of social connections (with the State)." Aranguren and Veiga (2013) , Passamano (2013) 
